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Lkwis and Clakk: LiN<a:i.sTi(; PioiNKKH^;. —Ivich year produces its 
OW’D dreary ])r()cessi<)U of doctoral theses exe<aited in the standard 
Teutonic tradition, and usually characterized In’ a titanic <lullness. The 
sul)jecti of the present review, althoush apparently a doctoral thesis 
of the ('onventional sort, is far troin dull; much ol its content con¬ 
sists of a fiction that is stranger than truth. 'Phis thesis deals with 
c(*rtain asp('cts of one of the nu)r(' romantic and r(Mnarkal)le of tin* 
achievements of modern man in the New World—tlu* great west¬ 
ward tr(‘k of the Lewis Clark Expedition to the farthest jiarts of 
the North American (*ontinent during tlu' years lN04-lS()t'i. The basic 
account of this exploration was writtcm hy the leader of the exi)edition. 
('aptain M('riwether Lewis, during the cour.'je of the trip, and his in¬ 
tention was to hav<* complet('d and corrc'cted the journals on his 
return to the United States in ISOti. Ihit ('aptain Lewis died before 
he had opportunity to ])re|)are the journals for publication, a fact to 
which doubtle.ss may ))e ascribed many verbal inaccuracies that ap- 
])(‘ar(‘d in the original i)ublished edition of th(' Journal. The.se verbal 
inaccuracies have* lu'en can'fully .scrutinized by Dr. C’riswell. The 
plan and purpo.se of this ratlu'r pretentious study, W(' are tohl, is 
to examiuf' a list of .som<‘ 1S50 words .selected from the Journals and 
arranged alphabetically, with a view to recording the peculi.aritie.s of 
lh(‘ “Americ.an languag<* ” as it w.as writtem by the great explonu’s. 
Since neither la'wis nor Clark was particularly literate or equipped 
with much formal education, au extraordinary collection of colloquial¬ 
isms. provincialisms, homely expre.ssions, and plain mi.ssjiellings, is the 
inevitable harvest. Typical are ‘‘dost of .salts”; having “blankets flee<r’; 
“ganaraehah" and 
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oth(‘r “venerious” troubles; “ball-|xited jwairu' 
“leagins and mockersons” [leggins and mocca.sins];—the.se and hun¬ 
dreds of others as good or better will serve to indicate how rich is the 
tilth and how bountiful the reward to the dutiful lexicograjdier. Had 
A.s.sociate I’rofe.s.sor Cri.swell contented himself with the purely lingui.s- 
tic p(*culi.trities of th(‘ Journals perhaps he would h.av<‘ <lone better, but 
inst(‘ad h(' boldly ventures into the fu'ld of biology, obviously without 
;ide(|uat(* (lualification. True, he arms him.self with ‘‘;icknowle<lg- 
nu'uts” to sev(‘ral practitioners of bot.iny .and zoology, but the.se .are 
poor tali.sm.ans to ward off the evil spirits which persistently dog his 
intrepid footsic'ps through that iKirt of the nadm ol naturaj .scicaua* 
.so vigorously portrayed iu tin* TaavIs Clark .Tournals. When the 
.author ventures into tlie botanical held, .although following the blazes 
of Elliott Cones, Ch.arles Vancouver Ihper, .and .sonu' other emineni 
stmh'nts of flora and fauna, he lo.ses the trees in the bjrest, and gilds 
the HIk's in the field. M.any of his results .and conclusions are noth¬ 
ing less than ludicrous, as, for ('xample, jJacing mistletoe in th(‘ 
.\ri.stolochi.ace.ae, the (aistard ai)i)l(' in Menisiiermaceae, jieppermint in 
the Crueifer.ae, stinking clover (Cleomc) in tlu* Sarraceniaceae, the 
genus lirodinea in the Legumino.s.a(', persitnmon in the S.apot.Ka'.a'a 
t)rickly pear and Osnwronla (which is called “fringe* tree*”) in the* 
Loa.s.aceae, (Jderberrv in the V.alerianace.ae, cucumber in the Campanu- 

.‘Uid the dovirs-clui) (Opiopnnnx fiorvKhny)) in I ho ( ()in])osit.‘io. 
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W'c arc told (hat llic plant with the rather retching name ol’ ar.-esniart 
i' in the Liliaeeae, hut a lew ])age.' later it ]>ui ).'5 up in tin 
I'ol'KIonuni. Is this mutation, or merely e.\|)eriment; 

Most of the text consists of a eommenfarx' on and an interpretation 
ol the .lournal.'', htit oe<-asionally we are treated to a maiiil'estation of 
sheer botanical inspiration, .■'Ueh as; "'riie May-ai)i»le i> eertainl}’ so 
naiiK'd h(>eaus(' ol the time at whii'h its Iruil maturc's . . .”! 'I'lx' 
author cannot he rightly .siid to he (iuit(' ruthless with piu'sonal name.', 
in spite of iinmholdt, Honplaiid, .and |{uth for our old friends IIBK., 
or lor reh'rring to Mrs. Agnes ('h;i.';(', the distinguished W.ishingtoii 
agrostologist, as Miss (.’ha.<e. 

Obviously, our author i.' not a hot.aiii.'i; indeed, lu‘ lays no claim 
to being otic; lie is a studiait of words. Let us sia; what lu' does with 
.'jomo of the words. About half way through the l>ook (p. clxiii) the 
lollowing explanation is olTenal; "We now (ainie to what is iierhajis the 
most imiiortant lexicograiihical contribution of I he present, study—our 
list ol ov(U’ .<(‘\en hunilred tiuius . . . hitherto unn'cortled in any 

. t ‘ Lewis iV: (’lark .lournals offer a rich treasun' of new 
mattu'ial whiidi should lie added to our dictionaries, but which lias 
hitherto e.<caped all the lexicograithers . . . Nearly six hundred of them 
have a claim to be (a»usiden'd ;i' .Vnu'ricanisms. ' A few of thi'.'^e 
"Unrecorded Americanisms (Zoological .and Ifot.anical I" .•^electial at 
r.andom Ironi (’risweirs lists are: (a)r\us, fiuais, larus, S.igitt.ari.a .surit- 
tilolia, ('.an.adi.an li.al.'am, large fern, sm.all fern, yi'llow lily, penn\- 
royal, long-le;tv(‘d jiine, narrow-le.ivial willow, alder, .angelica, arrow¬ 
head, a.sh, bluebell, eialar, cherry, ciiuiuefoil, coltsfoot, (dlumbiiK*, elder, 
f(‘rn, llax, garlic, goo.<el)(>rry, gr.ap(>, hazelnut, .iunijier, k.ale, lobelia’ 
mulberry, netth*, onion, pl.ant.ain, popl.ar, rapi', r.aven, ro.'^e, riu', rye, 
.'•ervice-IxuTy, .sorrel, spearmint, t.an.^y, thistle, violet. All this. Of 
coursi', is jil.ain non.si'iise; ihe.^e worrls obviously .are not "Amoric.an- 
isms”, either nnrt'c.ortled or n'corded; most of tluan an' lOnglish n.ames 
ol plants that' grow in li,nglandj .'-ex'er.al are biolo<ric;d n.'ime.s ol gi'iii'r.a 
of plants or animals. That the author h.as h.ad .at le.asi a dim su.'- 
jiicion ol Ihis is indic;ited in the following nither l.anu' ('xplanation (p. 
cl.xix); "IIow(‘\'er, we do lind sexcr.al L.atiii borrowinirs in this list; 


aburKinics. corrtis. hiru.':. (nrus. .and SiNjUldrin sdriitlifolid. 'FIk' Last 
lour n'pre.'^c'iit hall-he.arli'd attempts of tiie exjilorers to apply .scit'ntific 
ti'rminology to .'ome of (he pl;ints .and .anim;ds, with tin' result th.at. 
unacc|uaini('d with scieniilic u.sige, they simiily use the scientilie K'rm 
.as .'I, common ii.iiik' for th(‘ thing either singlv or in combination with 


a (|U:difying adjecti\('." Wh.at doe.' he me.an, "half-hearted"’.' (.'ris- 
well argues (p. clxxiii) th.at when -a name is "applied to a new genus 
there is an un(|uesiion:ible extension in meaning, which, since to .an 
.\merie.an animal, is .\meric.an by origin.’’ (’;m it lie po.'^sible th;it 

he b(‘liev('s that crow.' (( (d'rds\, or trull.' t A.<//a/.v l, wen 
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di.'covered by Lx'wis A Clark'.' d'he argument that the word e. g, 
elder, when used by Lewis N- (.’l.ark for jilanls of ;i wesp'rn XorTh 
American species not hitherto .'cen by human beings other than Indians 
coiLstitutcks an “uii(|U(*stional)l(‘ (‘Xtcn^sion in innaninti:’’ s(‘(‘nis to lx* 
rather pointle.ss in view of the fact that elder is a generic, not a .'pecilic 
term; it includi's any or ;dl indi\'idu.al pl.'ints ol .all e.xisting speei(*s of 
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llie genu8 SunibucKtt, all lo.''.sil species, as well as any spc'cies ol elih'r 
y(‘t to be evolved. 

Many of the interpn'tations of botanical data listed under flu; head¬ 
ing of “Extensions of Meanings ol New Genera” (p. cl.xxv) are entirelx' 
misleading, as, for instance, when Lewis is said to have used tlie word 
(x'cch in a new sens<‘ for the common lowland alder (Alnus rubra) ol 
the Pacific slope'. Actually, this is what Lewis wrote: “The stem of 
the black alder arrives to a great size. It is .simple, branching, and 
difTu.se; the' bark is smooth, of a light colour, with white spreading 
spots, irsembliug thunc of the beech” (italics mine). Clearly, Lewis 
was not using the term in a new generic .'^ense; he was nierely com¬ 
paring the tree lu* was describing (alder) with another kind of tree 
(beech) with which he was familiar in eastern North Atnerica. TIk^ 
curious reader may supply himself with a considerable number ol 
other instances of this .sort. The author aL-Jo gives tables of words 
suppo.^ed to hav(' been u.sed t)y Lewis A Clark long before they 
w('re used by anyoiu' ('Ise, inclutliug such name's as wliite oak, iron- 
wood, white'\valnut, red ce'dar, arrowooel, slippe'ry e'lm, tamarack, ele. 
Ae'tually, the.'^e name's ai)i)ear('el in Iwtanical works many ye'ars earlier. 
Keer example, .<ome of thetn appear in the Engli.di (ielition of Peter 
Kahn’s (1749-o()l Travels into North Awerira by .1. H. Forster in 1770, 
while others were' u.sed l>y Michaux, Bige'low, .\ite)n, and other bota¬ 
nists some years before the' publication of the Lewis A Clark Journal. 

There is no ne'eel of citing aelditional e.xample's from this j>lethor:» 
e)f scientific inaccuracies. It is e)bvious that the ;utthor has gone some¬ 
what beyonel his depth. It is a i)ity (hat the .science of .systematie- 
botany has to l)e'ar the' burden of such unripe. .'<e-he)l;irship. In e'oii- 
e'lu.sion, it can be pointed out that, althe)ugh Lewis d‘ (Uarh: Liuguistir 
TIoneers may contain some material of value* to lexie;ographers, it 
scarcely can be regarded as an authoritative .■^oure'e* ol botanical in¬ 
formation, or even as a reliable e'ommentary on the* lingui-stic peculiari¬ 
ties of the Lewis A Clark Jemrnals.— CKoiuiU Nkvillk Jonks, University 
of Illinois. 


N.\i’.\k.\ DioicA i.\' Nkw lvNe:i.,.\.Ni).—On August 24, 1940, while 
collecting along the '‘River Roael”, Le'wiston, Vermont (Nor¬ 
wich railroad .stationI, I found a clump of tall malvaccous 
|)lants growing beside an old celhir-hole three-fifths e)t a miU* 
north of the Hanover bridge. A specimen was collee'ted in the 
belief that it was jin e.scape from cultivation, tind by comi)ari.son 
with specimens in the Jesup Herbarium at Dartmouth College* 
was identified tis Napoen dioico L. I he^ ide'iitifictitieen luis been 
checketd by Mr. C'. A. Weatherin’ of the Cuay Herbarium, from 
material subsequently sent to him. Further investigation at 
the original site elisclosed two more clumps, in rather dry, sandy 
soil, one le.ss than ten feet from the B. A M. railroad tracks. 


which lie in a cut just behind the cellar-hole. One clump con- 







